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SANITARY LEGISLATION. 



COURT DECISIONS. 



RHODE ISLAND SUPREME COURT. 

Workmen's Compensation Law — Accident due to Dizziness Resulting from Disease — 

Compensation Allowed. 

Carroll v. What Cheer Stables Co., 96 Atl. Rep., 208. (Jan. 5, 191C.) 

The petitioner, William Carroll, had been employed by the What Cheer Stables 
Co. as a hack driver for about five years. He was suffering from "hernia, hardening 
of the arteries, and Bright's disease." On December 1, 1914, while driving a hack, 
he had an attack of "dizziness or unconsciousness," fell from his seat, and was seri- 
ously injured. 

One witness testified that "the horses ran against the curbstone and he fell off 
head first," but the court found that the fall was probably "due to dizziness or uncon- 
sciousness induced by a disease from which he was suffering." 

The court decided (Mr. Justice Vincent dissenting) that the injury was caused by 
an accident "arising out of and in the course of his employment," and that the 
employee was entitled to compensation under the workmen's compensation law of 
Rhode Island. 

NORTH CAROLINA SUPREME COURT. 

County Health Officer— Compensation— In North Carolina Salaries Fixed by County 
Boards of Health Must be Approved by the County Commissioners. 

Halford ?!. Senter et al., 80 S. E. Rep., 525. (Oct. 6, 1915.) 

The North Carolina law authorized the county board of health to fix the salary of the county superintend- 
ent of health, subject to the approval of the board of county commissioners. The board of health of 
Harnett County elected the plaintiff superintendent of health and fixed his salary at S600 per annum. 
The board of county commissioners refused to approve the salary for more than S300 per annum. He 
brought suit for the salary of S600. The court held that he could not recover more than S300. 

Brown, J.: The agreed facts are that plaintiff was duly elected superintendent of 
health for Harnett County by the board of health of said county, and his compensa- 
tion fixed by said board at the rate of $600 per annum. Upon the presentation of 
plaintiff's claim, the matter being properly brought before the defendants, the board 
of commissioners of said county, theydeclincd to audit and allow such expenditure, 
upon the ground that it was exorbitant and unreasonable. The defendants then 
authorized an expenditure of $300 per annum for the services of plaintiff as superin- 
tendent of health. 
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Section 9 of chapter 62 of the Public Laws of 1911 provides that the board of health 
shall make such rules and regulations, pay such fees and salaries, and impose such 
penalties as, in their judgment, may be necessary to protect and advance the public 
health: Provided, That all expenditures shall be approved by the board of county 
commissioners before being paid. 

The very question presented here was decided by this court adversely to plaintiff's 
contention in McCullers v. Commissioners, 158 N. 0. 84, 73 S. E. 820 (Ann. Cas. 1913D, 
507), where it is said: 

It thus becomes the duty of the board of commissioners to pass on and audit the plaintiff's accounts 
for services and to determine whether they are reasonable and within the bounds fixed by the statute. 
The approval of the defendant board is necessary to the payment of plaintiff's account, and while the 
courts will not undertake to compel the county commissioners to approve them, they will require them 
to consider the account and to pass on it in good faith, in the exercise of a sound judgment as to whether 
or not the services as charged are warranted by the statute. 

The constitution of this State prescribes that a board of commissioners shall be 
biennially elected in each county. Such board is given "a general supervision and 
control of the penal and charitable institutions, schools, roads, bridges, levyine of 
taxes, and of the finances of the county as may be prescribed by law." The com- 
missioners constitute the local governing body of the county and are directly responsi- 
ble to the people who elected them. It is not only reasonable, but due to the people 
of the county, that these men elected by them should have supervision and control 
over the expenditures of a subordinate and nonelective board. It is not to be sup- 
posed that the general assembly intended to deprive the taxpayers of a county of 
such necessary and proper protection and safeguards which are thus thrown around 
the county treasury. 

The proceeding is dismissed at cost of plaintiff. 



